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2a)[2 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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1 Claims 1, 3-5 and 8-9 are presented for examination. 

2. Applicant's amendment to the claims has overcome the 1 12 1st rejection. 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 t 3-5 and 8-9 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

1. software. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 3-5 and 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Making 
Email Talk With MIME, The UIC Academic Computing 

Center,www.uic.edu/deptslaccc/newslefter/adnl3/mime.html, pp. 1-12, October 1996, hereinafter "UIC 
Reference." 

4. The UIC reference discloses the invention substantially as claimed including a method comprising: 
Storing at least one predetermined keyword in a electronic device in advance, the keyword being related to 
one of a plurality of software installed in said first electronic device (pp. 1-12, particularly pp. 9-10 
configuring MIME types in Netscape - with Content-Type as a predetermined keyword, the combination 
being related to a particular application - e.g., Word Perfect); Appending a keyword in an electronic message 
sent from a remote second electronic device to the first electronic device (pp. 1-12, particularly pp. 3-4 s); 
Searching the predetermined keyword by a first microprocessor of the first electronic device after the 
electronic message is received (pp. 1-12, particularly); Finding the predetermined keyword matched to the 
keyword contained in the electronic message (pp. 1-12, particularly); Finding the software related to the 
predetermined keyword if there is a match between the predetermined keyword and the keyword contained 
in the electronic message (pp. 1-12, particularly p. 3 How You Do MIME showing automatic display of 
attachment and pp. ); and immediately Processing the electronic message by the related software (pp. 1- 2, 
particularly p. 3 How You Do MIME showing automatic display; pp. 8-10 showing automatic 
display/processing by Word Perfect of a received Word Perfect file). 

5. The UIC Reference does not specifically teach a method wherein each of the electronic devices is 
a mobile phone. Official notice is hereby taken of the facts that: (a) the use of mobile phones to receive 
email is known in the art and (b) mobile phones comply with Internet standards for receiving email. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the UIC 
Reference's sender and receiver computers to be mobile phones compliant with Internet standards for 
sending and receiving email. This modification would have been obvious because it would allow the user to 
send and receive email anywhere. 
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6. Regarding claim 3, the UIC Reference teaches a method wherein the electronic message is 
processed by a typical receiving process when there is no keyword found in the electronic message (pp. 1- 
12 email without MIME content-type is received). 

7. Regarding claim 4, the UIC Reference teaches a method wherein when no electronic message is 
received as determined by the microprocessor, the microprocessor performs the steps of determining 
whether there is a sent 

electronic message and ending the process if the determination is negative (pp. 1-12 implicit that a user 
agent sends no email message if none is pending); reading the attached keyword contained in the electronic 
message if the determination is positive (pp. 3-4 Sending a File); appending the attached keyword to the 
electronic message (p. 5 Sample MIME Message showing Content-Type in message); sending the 
electronic message to the remote second electronic device (pp. 3-4 Sending a File); and ending the process 
after sending (pp. 1-12 implicit that a user agent ends the process as defined by the claimed method steps 
after sending). 

8. Regarding claim 5, the UIC Reference teaches a method wherein the electronic message is 
processed by the microprocessor by a typical sending process when no attached keyword is found in the 
electronic message as determined by the microprocessor (pp. 1-12) 

9. Regarding claim 8, the UIC Reference teaches a receiving process wherein the electronic message 
is an e-mail (pp. 1-12). 

10. Regarding claim 9 t the UIC Reference teaches a receiving process wherein the electronic message 
is a short message (p. 2 What MIME Does - email messages as short messages). 

1 1 . Applicant's arguments filed 08/1 7/2004 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

12. Applicant argues the UIC reference fails to teach finding and directly activating electronic processor 
software after a simple keyword search of the message, as opposed to determining a data type upon 
opening the message and processing the header, and only then activating software related to the data type; 
and (ii) a mobile phone with the capability of finding and activating electronic processor software related to 
keyword. 

4. 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 9/27/2005 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant sets forth the following arguments 

Although the phrase "without requiring the user to first open the message" has been deleted, the 
amended claims are still patentable over the UIC reference, applied in the final Office Action but not the 
June 27, 2005 Official Action, on the grounds that the UIC Reference neither discloses nor suggests a 
mobile phone in which processing of an attachment to a message is "immediately" carried out by software 
retrieved ("found") in response to matching of a keyword appended to the message, as recited in claim 1. 
Processing of MIME attachments, as described in the UIC reference, requires that the message itself be 
processed in order to extract the MIME types according to which the file contents may be interpreted. 
Because the UIC reference first requires processing of the message in order to extract the MIME types, 
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output of the message cannot be said to be "immediate," as claimed, and is not based on a keyword 
appended to the message, also as claimed. 

In other words, whereas the receiving mobile phone of the claimed invention carries out the 

following steps in order to process a message: 

receive message with appended keyword;' 

find message processing software according to keyword; 

immediately process message for output, 

MIME requires the following additional steps, involving initial opening of a message and then 

opening of files of different types within the message: 
receive MIME encoded message; 

after MIME encoded message has been opened b rv user , process header of MIME 
encoded message to determine file types included within message (based on file 
"extensions" (e.g., gif, mov, eta.) rather than keywords; 

find processing software according to file type; • 
process file. 

In contrast to the claimed invention, which can immediately process for output any message for which 
software is available by simply comparing an appended keyword to a pre-stored keyword, the MIME protocol 
described in the UIC reference first requires that the user activate MIME compliant software in order to 
determine the MIME message types so that the appropriate software can be found, and MIME messages 
attached to the main message can be processed. 

In Response 

The claim is open ended (comprising); the reference teaches that upon determining a match 
between the keyword and program, the attachment is presented immediately without any further 
user intervention. 

By way of background, MIME is an acronym for Multipurpose Internet Mail Extension, which is a 
standard extending the Simple Mail Transfer Protocol (SMTP) to permit data, such as video, sound and 
binary files, to be transmitted by Internet e-mail without having to be translated into ASCII format first. This 
accomplished by the use of MIME types, which describe the contents of a document. As explained in the 
UIC reference, the MIME types are listed in the message header of a received e-mail, which must be 
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interpreted by MIME compliant software . There is no suggestion in the UIC reference of simply retrieving 
message processing software based on a keyword in appended to the message, without having to first open 
the message and interpret its contents. 

In Response 

The function without having to first open the message and interpret its contents is not in the 

claims. 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office action. 
Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the 
mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this 
final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and 
any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory 
action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date 
of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be 
directed to Larry D. Donaghue whose telephone number is 571-272-3962. The examiner cannormally be 
reached on M-F 8:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, John 
Follansbee can be reached on 571-272-3964. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
866-217-9197 (toll-free). 


